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The reference does not teach or suggest varying one of the second or third velocities of 
the process to maintain the spacing of the indicia and the lines of termination. The 
rejection under 35 USC § 102(e) should be reconsidered and withdrawn. 

35 USC 8103(a) rejections: 

The Office action has rejected claims 16 and 17 under 35 USC § 103(a) over Dun*, 
and claims 18-23 under 35 USC §103(a) over Durr in light of McNeil (US 4,687,153). To 
establish a prima facie case of obviousness, the reference, or combination of references, 
must teach or suggest each of the claimed limitations. As set forth above, the Dun- 
reference does not teach or suggest all of the claim limitation of independent claim 9 fiom 
which claims 10-17 depend. Durr therefore fails to teach or suggest all of the claimed 
limitations of claims 16 and 17 and the rejection under 35 USC §103(a) of these claims 
should be reconsidered and withdrawn. 

Similarly, the combination of the Durr reference and the McNeil reference also 
fails to teach or suggest the claimed limitation of varying one of the second or third 
velocities to maintain the spacing of the lines of termination and the indicia. Neither Durr 
or McNeil/ or the combination thereof, teaches or suggests this claimed limitation. The 
combination fails to establish a prima facie case of obviousness and this rejection under 
35 USC § 1 03(a) should be reconsidered and withdrawn. * 


In light of the above remarks, it is requested that the Examiner reconsider and allow 
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